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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Amendment filed October 25, 2006 has been entered and fully considered. 
Claims 1-23 are currently pending. The rejections are as stated below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
- claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-23 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1, 14, 18, 19, the phrase "high categorical data", and claim 20, the phrase 
"high categorical information elements" renders the claim indefinite because the claim 
language and specification do not allow one of ordinary skill in the art to determine what 
is considered "high categorical". 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 10/25/06 liave been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the specification provides support which renders the 
phrase "high categorical data" definite. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

On pages 10 and 11 of Applicant's specification, Applicant describes Low 
Categorical data fields, and High Categorical data fields. According to Applicant's 
invention, there is a clear distinction between high and low categorical data, as well as a 
distinction between how they are used. However, these descriptions to not provide 
criteria for determining whether particular data is high categorical or low categorical. 
Based on Applicant's remarks, and Applicant's specification, the distinction is apparently 
based on the number of potential values of said data, wherein low categorical data has 
a small number of potential values, and high categorical data has a high number of 
potential values. 

Applicant provides examples of low categorical fields, such as a Keyed/Swiped 
indicator, and MOTO indicator, which have two potential values, a numerical code field 
which has 10 potential values (1-10), and a 4-digit MCC field which has 10,000 potential 
values (0000-9999). Accordingly, on page 10, Applicant describes that high-categorical 
fields can take a very large number of potential values, such as a field with free text. 
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While Applicant describes the difference between high-categorical and low- 
categorical data fields, this does not help to clarify what would be considered high- 
categorical data. 

Applicant has further provided as support, a citation of Applicant's specification, 
page 4 page 26 thru page 5 line 3. Therein, Applicant recites "the CV nnethodology 
collects large quantities of historical data from credit card related data files with text or 
high-categorical data (e.g., postings, authorizations, etc)." Subsequently, Applicant 
recites "the name of a merchant involved in the transaction is of high categorical value." 
Accordingly, Applicant considers "high categorical data" to include merchant names, as 
well as postings and authorizations. In light of the description of the data, and these 
examples provided. Examiner is unable to discern any reasonable criteria for 
determining what is high-categorical data. 

Furthermore, based on Applicant's remarks filed 10/25/06, where Applicant 
recites "wherein said merchant names are textual data or other high categorical data", in 
claim 1 , Applicant intends "postings and authorizations" to be considered "other high 
categorical data". It is unclear how an authorization equates to a merchant name. As is 
well known in the art, a credit card posting or authorization is unique to a single 
transaction. As such, co-occurances of such postings do not exist, and at the very 
least, a posting is not considered equivalent or analogous to a merchant name. 
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Due to the reasons described above, Examiner can not discern what is intended 
to be included by the phrase "other high categorical data," and as a result, the claims 
are indefinite. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dan Kesack whose telephone number is 571-272-5882. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on 571-272-6771. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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